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April 4, 1974 


Dear Harold, 


(Copy for Jim enclosed) 

I just got the very convincing "Opposition" in your suit for the 1/27 

trMscript. As I read it, I remembered a couple of things from my notes 
which you should know about. ^ notes 

1) Near the beginning of the PC-10 file in Entry 20 at the Archives 
according to my notes: ’Routing slip, Willens to Rankin, ’I called iyir. Ward 
^d approved the attached form for the transcripts of Commission proceedings,’ 
including discussion of the color, how to address the Chairman (Mr. Chief 

^ whatever), routine. About 5 pp. here, including a cover with 
a Sap sample Top Secret stamp." 

certainly doesn’t mean itatokte that the classification was done 
properly or legally, but there was some sort of authorization. I think you 

ZlnlsTt Tnyln: government 

2) Near the end of the "PC-12, Security file" (p. 19 of my notes): 

Rankin to Ward & £h± Paul, May 1, classification of depositions and 

confidential, but meetings of Commission will continue to 
p ere • Sort of interesting; see what they considered sensitive " 

I ^ relevant to your arguments, 

i don t tocE have a copy myself. ° 

affidavit: the Commission did go through 
the ritual of declassifying a lot of the stuff Sh they published. See for 
example, the last paragraph of the preface in Vol. 16. I don’t recall "seeing 
any formal declassification of the transcripts, but they may well have done that: 
exaggeration to say the Commission disregarded the Ward & Paul 

classifications. 

4) Point 15 of your affidavit: very nice point. But I assume it is based 
on some sort of rule thata cover letter for classified material must either 
e c assified itself, or indicate that the enclosure is classified. This may 
be true but you might have to back it up at some point.. 

Thanks for sending me this document. Good luck with it. 

I got 2 letters from Saxbe today, xxx affirming Fol denials. For your if info 

1) Re the "L.H." letter to the Militant, in the 3/IX/63 issue - the idea 
was that the FBI might have intercepted that letter, and at least after the 
assassination should have noticed it and checked to see who might have written 
It for Oswald. Saxbe says that the only record they have relating to my request 
IS a copy of that issue of the Militant; i.e., they didn’t intercept it. Shucks. 

As to your request for an assurance that this avenue of the investigation has 
been checked out, I can only concur in Director Kelley’s xf statement that it 
would be improper to comment specifically on this investigatory a matter." 

For all we know, they could be checking it out right now. 

2) Re 5 specific items in the FBI Oswald file. The answer is no, citing the 
investigatory file exemption. I had complained that an earlier denial letter 

did not seem to meet the requirements of 28 CFR 16.7c, xvhich sort of requires an 
explanation of the withholdsing. So, Saxbe ’s letter has a new formulation of 
their reasoning: Sftax”This file consists of information alleging possible 
criminal activity received from confidential sources, (??) material generated in 
investigating these leads, and transmittals of information internally within the 
FBI and also externally to authorized agencies as necessary to carry out the duties 
imposed on the FBI. Release .... would, therefore, seriously compromise the 
investigatory functions of the FBI." Horsefeathers . 

I now have no outstanding FBI Fol requests. 

Sincere^, 


/IK 


PLH 



